ATTEMPTS  AT  FEDERATION  DURING   1848-9   REVOLUTION      157
aristocratic leadership.1 Following the fashion of the time, they presented the demands of the nobility for autonomy, and ultimately for independence, in the terms of current liberal nationalism. In fact, they were highly successful in influencing the opinion of foreigners, of men like Marx and Engels as well as English Liberals. The Marxists were misled by their expectation of immediate European Revolution, and counted as " revolutionary " realities those national movements which had political and military importance because of their aristocratic character, long before the smaller Slavonic peoples had succeeded in developing a modern political life.2
The Greater Magyar cc national " state was, in fact, only a transformation of the traditional oligarchic rule which had been oppressive to the non-Magyar nationalities as well as to the peasant majority of the Magyar nation itself.3 The old oppression was now justified as cc modern " nationalism by two rather formal changes : Latin, hitherto the official administrative language, which the nobles had successfully defended against the centralising reforms of Joseph II, was replaced by Magyar ; and the term cc parliamentary self-government " was now applied to the quasi-parliamentary structure of estates in which the Magyars were pleased to see features similar to those of the system underlying the English Magna Carta. The whole " progressive" constitutional movement in Hungary, in and after 1848, was dominated by the ghost of the cc Avar Constitution " which had lasted, with certain changes in the meaning of its formulas, for a thousand years. The Magyar claim in 1848 for mere ec personal union " with the other Hapsburg possessions meant something very different from what it had done under the semi-absolutist regime of 1526 or 1740. Then it had implied autonomy within the very restricted sphere left to the mediaeval estates by the
1  This is true in essence even as regards the Austrian Italians, whose middle classes were much more developed in the intellectual than in the social sphere, which was still dominated by the local nobility.
2  See Bauer, op. cit,, p. 272.    For Engels's 1848-9 position see Germany, Revolution and Counter-revolution, Engl. ed., London, 1933, pp. 57 ff.    Bauer's interpretation of this attitude, which I have accepted in the text, is corroborated by the fact that Engels in various letters of his last years took a distinctly pro-Slav attitude in discussing Austrian problems.    In his posthumous Gcwalt und Okonomie bei der Grundung des Deutschm Reiches, Engels argued that to break up Austria before the victory of revolution in Russia would be disastrous from the democratic point of view, and that after that victory it would become superfluous; for Austria, having lost her raison d'etre, would   automatically disintegrate.    This  position   of Engels was  not far from that which Palacky had taken up in 1848 and 1869.    See below, p. 169, and Bauer, op. cit.. p. 445.
3  Cf. Renner, op. dt. (1906), p. 21, and Helffert, op. cit.3 Vol. I, pp. 28 ff.